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DIOCESAN SYNOD OF MONTREAL.

Wednesday, Nov. 11, I8G8.

Yesterday, in accordance with the circular of the Dean of Montreal, the

Diocesan Synod met for the purpose of electing a successor to the late

Metropolitan. The number of the delegates from all parts of tlie Province
wa; very large, the utmost interest being naturally felt iti the result of the

election to so important an office. At 11 o'clock public services was held in

the Cathedral. The prayers were read by the Rev. Mr. Slack, llural Donn
of Bedford, the first lesson by Ven. Archdeacon Leach. The concluding

prayers wore read by llev Canon Looscmore.

The lle\. Canon Balch, D.D., then preached from 2 Timothy xi., 15 :

—

'•Study to show thyself approved unto God." After a few introductory

remarks on the general principles involved in tho text, ho aiiplied it to tlic

c'ljuduct and teaching of ministers tliemselves, and showed how thoir energies

ought to be directed. He dwelt upon the Oiocosan Miisions, uiving the

statistics of the Diocese of Montreal with its 45,000 adlureuts and sovt-nty-

Hve ministers. lie directed their attontion to the gradu il witluirawal of the

contributions of the Society for the i*ropagation of tho GMspcl, ir. ;irder t!iat

the Church here may he!p herself the more, now that she is p.ist the st.iL;o of
infancy. More than $12,0<'0 a year must, therefore, soon bu withdrawn, and
it would be necessary to be prepared for that as well as to provide for the pre.'iv

ent deficiency. He was of opinion that a special sum of §5,000 this year
should be raised to be applied to next year's operations, and so on yearly, that
tliere might always be a year's fund in hand for the following year. In this

he had the full concurrence of the late Bishop. He had already made a
beginning in raising tint sum, and trusted the whole amount migut be raised

by January. To niciit tho deficiency, and the witlidrawal of the Propagation
Sweiety sgraui, it would be necessary tj ruse -'he su/a (.v'S--5,00) anuuiiiy from
the Diocese, but this sum^ou'd b^ raised by t'.io e;: Ttion.- of the S 3eretafy

and the Bishop and wi'-h thi'se it could bi obt.lined with le^s irouble and less

iiiconveuicnce to ci^'i^reg.itions than tho |'r'\sc;i't amount. He cuto'C 1 upon a
summary of tlio dutK'^ devolving upon all in entering upon the wo.;k they had
to perform, and exhorted thc.i' U: d'\ .;. rn-aVei^iUlv and without acrimony, iltat

no hindrances might be cast in -J..' v; ^y of hiiu upon .vlion. the choice fell.

At the eonclu.--ion of the .sermon a collection was taken up.

The Sacrament of tlie Lord's Su[ipei- wis then dispensed by the Lord
Bishop of Toronto, i.c;::itod by the Lord Bisliop of Quebec.

THE ELECTION. |

The Synod met at three o'cloc'c. Deaa Bethuue in the Chair, Thero ^aa



a large meeting of the delegaiest At the request of the D^an, tLe Rev.

Canon Balch read the prayer appointed for the occasion.

Mr. M. H. Sanhorn read over the list of the delegates, those preseat

answering to their names.

A I / LIST OF CLERGY AND LAY DELEGATES. Ul
Names marked thus * were absent.

CLERQT.

Very Bev. Dean Bethune, D. D.
Ven. Arch. Leach, D.C.L., LL. D.
Key. Canon Loosemore.
ReT. Canon Balch, D D.
Rev. E. Wood, MA.
Rev. R. W Norman, MA.
Rev. C. A. Daniel.

Rev. Canon Bancroft, D.D.
Rev. J. P. Dumonlin.
Rev. Canon Bond, M.A.,RaralDean.
Rev. Jas. Carmiehael.

Rov. W. B. Curraa, B.A.
Rev. M. S. Baldwin, M.A.
Rev. J. EUeeood, M.A.
Rev. W. Wright, M.D.
Rev. J. A. McLeod, M.A.
Rev. .J. D. Borthwick.
Rev. T. M. Bartlett, M.A.
Rev. W. C. Merrick, M.A.
Rev. T. A. Young, M.A.
Rev, J. Merrick.

Rev. A, Balfour.

Rev. William J. Bart.

Rev. T. Godden, B.A.
Rev. Alex. Shand
Rev. W. M. Seaborn.
Rev. J. Allan.

Rev. Canon Anderson.
Rev. O. Fortin, B.A.
Rev. F. Robinson, M.A.
Rev. G. Slack, M,A., Rural Deau.
Rev. E. F. Fessonden.
Rev. J. C. Davidaon.
Rev. J. Godden. .

Rev. A. Fortin. ' •
'i ^ ^ ;

Rev. W. Jones. , ' i . ,\

Rev. T. W. Fylea , * ^

Rev. R. IiinJsKy, M.A. «
* .

•Rev. J. Braithwaite.
.

,"; '.

*Rev. T. Johnson.
Rev. C. Bancroft, jt.. B.A.. '

;

Strachan Bethute, Q.C.
H. M. Gault.

Capt. Akars, R.E.
E. Lusher.

E. P. Hannaford. Q 7 "7 -1

Charles Garth. ^ ^ ' '

H. M. Whituej

.

Rev. A. O. Taylor.
Rev. E. S. Jenkyni.
Rev. C. P. Abbott.
Rev. J. B. Davidson, If.A. '

Rev. II. Montgomery
Rev. I. Constantine, M.A.
Rev. J. Smith
Rev. L C. Wurtele
Rev. D. Lindsay '

Rev T. W. Mussen
"Rev. A. T. Whitten
Rev. C. F. Thorndyke
"Rev. Canon Townsend, M.A.
Rev. C. Lancaster
Rev. H J. Evans
Rev. E. G. Sutton
Rev. J. Fulton, M A
Rev. E. Du Yernot, M.A, Rural D«an
•Rev. T. Early
Rev. A. D. Lockhart
•Rev. W. Brethour
Rev. B. P. Lewis, BA
Rev. Ed. Roy
Rev. H.F Darnell
Rev. P. W. Smith
Rev. W. R. Brown
•Rev. S. S. Strong
Rev, Geo. C. Robinson
Rev. F. S. Neve
Rev. J. Johnson
Rbv.J. Codd
•Rev. F. KoUit
Rev. J. Seaman
Rev. F G C. Braithwaite, M.A
liev. Mr. Prime
Rev. J.Gribblo
Rev. R, Lonsdell, M.A, Rural Dean
•Rev. C. J. Xaufche
Rev. Jamefe r yl;<j

•Rev. J. Jones

LAITY.

W Meade Pattisou
Asa Wentover
•T R Roberts
DTRNe
•\V S Holsapple
•George Mitchell

•Moses Corey
t



T. H. SchneJder.

ChM. SmaUwood.M.D., D.C.L.,L.L.D.

,Tohu EtnpBon, C.E.

ThoDiM K. Johason.

Hezekiah Arnold.

C. Dorwin.
Frederick Kingston.

Thomas Hawkint.
Thomas White.
W. Hobbs.
W. H. Tapson.
£ £ Sbelton
Cuthbert Fornerer
Heury Roebuck
M W Bailej;

Benjamin Dixon
Rassoll Woods, jr.

James Moir Ferres

Josiah Withers
•Andrew Grant
•John Smith
•R W Spencely

G F C Smith

•Henry Fangmaa
•Andrew Ewan
John Moody
Thomas Simpson
Robert Leach
John White
James Hutton
William Turner
George Moffatt

R W Shepherd
•C D Dunn
rhillips DeGruchy
•E Carter, Q C
Frank Bond
•J M Drake, M D
M H Sanborn
John M Standish

•George Garden
N S Brown
Charles Watson.
T B Anderson
G C Baker
James Reuter
Edsou Kemp
L H Davidson, M A, B C L
George Cotton
Hon Thomas Wood
•W C Baker
James Osborne
Benjamin Truax
•FCGilmour
•Josiah Payne
•J G Whitcomb, M D
Oliver Warren
J C Speuce
•Wm Hill

J S Faulkiner

John C Corey
E A Dyer
•Thomas N«wton
I J Qibb
•Benjamin Seaton
•Geo Dererenx Van
•Walter Crocker
H L Robinson
•W H Parmelee
Hon A B Foster

Hon L S Huntingdon
•H Meigs
Wm Cunningham
Major Campbell, C B
Capt H W Austin

J B Morrison, M D
Wm Derick

B S Currv
Wm M'Ginnis
Robert MacKay
•E M Combe
WHKerr
George Reylard
Thomas Hunter
Francis Clerkson

•Edwin Richardson

Francis Cookman
•Edward McClean
"John Booth
Robert Foster

•John Coulter

Ralph Moore
•Chas Beswick
Edwin Hooker
•Samuel Cottingbam
Wm Barratt

Frederick Coie

Jean Roy
Charles Roy
Charles Lindsay
L G Macdonald
Francis Dowse
•Mr Kennedy
*Mr A Young
W R Thistle

Hon John Hamilton
James Ritchie Ballurd

S T Pearce
*H B Small
•Arthur Lyon, M D
*Jame8 Hodgins
Edwin Pridbam
Thomas Owens
F P Rubidgo
E C Hayuen
Hon J J C Abbott
George Rogers
*John Chambers
Samuel Chambers
John Colburt

Walton Smith

' I
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H S Foster
Bamuel Dawson
•Dr I'rinio

Fr-fJk Mackotieie

Walter Drake
Stephen Chartier

*Joieph Wymaa
*Wiu Campbell
•Uiclmrd \')iii)(f

*v'l)Hrl(-8 DcLisie
•v'hurleH Hooth
•ueo rurvis

H Henahaw
Frei* jrick Ca«tle'

John McManus
•L H Knowltonj
•11 Dunlop
Reuben Tavlor

T P Roe
Barniitnn

George Schneider
Edward Jones, jr.

(t W Sinipsun

Jauioi Park

The DEAN tlien said :—

Bkv. Brktiihkn ani> Rretiirkn,—The occasion for this special mcetinfi;.

of tlitj Synod oi" this diocci' is tlic eloclinji of a successor to our hitc much
belovi'd anil deeply huiientod Bishop and Mi-'tropolitan. That the duty in the

discharge of which wc are now assembled is one of the very ;^roatest import-

ance and snleninity, I need hardly tell you; hut it is one also of very heavy

rosp'>!i«iliili\v, and. as wo shall h.ive the bcMefit of the suixi^estiou of the most

fit pcr.-oii a" the nlijcct of our choice by the whole House of our llight Rev.

Fathers in God, this should bo a j^roat assistance as well as an alleviation of

our rosj.nnsibility. But be this as it may. wo should all forvoutly pray, after

the cxaiiipl'; of those who elected one to lill the tirst vacant-y that occurred in

the ranks of tic Imly Apostles "Tliou Lord who ku.)Wost the hearts of all

men, show us whether of these thou hast chosen."

Next in importance to the duty which I have thus briefly endeavoured to

impress upon you. is that of iznod order and doeorum in the discharge of our

hiuh function. The constitution of our Synod and the canon for the election

of a Bishuji have only provided, in this respect, that the votes shall be taken

bv bidint. and airaugouieiits for earryiiig out the provisions of the eauon in

such a way as to prevent oonfusion and for the preservation of order. For

this purpose 1 took fur my uuiihmce the adnarable arranLroiiients made at

the last cloetion of a liisliop of Toronto
;
and I sou^dit the further assistance

and valu;;!iie aid (if oui Cathedral Chapter. Tiie resuh has boon the

adoption ol' tlie order of jiroeeedinu;, a printed copy of which is now, I believe,

in the hands of every one who is entitled to votcf.

I fill ii! not dot:iin you any lou'/'r, hut conclude with the words (tf our ven-

erable iViend tiio late Bishop of Toronto, on a similar occasion, and ask you,

•'after fervent invocations of the IJ^tly Spirit, to enter upon and disehargo the

duty b;roreyouin sueli a manner as in your inward .souls and eonseienees

II think will nii st adva.ice the extension of (JoJ's kingdom and the growth

His grace am<)ngst us,"

A discussion was raised by llural Dean SLACK as to the proper occupant

oftiieehair, his o|iinion being that the Arehdeaeon was the proper dignitary

to do so. Ho would m)t jness the matter, but he would ask that the words

"a!rang"d l>y the Deati and Chapter" be expuuLTod from the orders of the day.

The J->KAX he'd that he was the pro[»er dignitary to fill the chair, but

called the Chancellor to .state the law oi\ the subject.

Tlie CHAl>CKLL01i cited the law, which was conclusive that the Dean

Tva.s the pro})er occupant of the chair.



Rev. Mr. DARNELL moved, sficondoa by Mr. LONSDELL, that tho

lonlers na a wh le bo iidoptod.

Kural Donn SuACK moved, seconded by tlic Rov. Mi. LINDSAY, th.it

I

the second line be expuntrod.

Hon. Mr. HUNTINGDON thoui;ht that if tho work "nrran^od" wero

tmide "suf^srcstcd" it would remove the objeetion. He [Kiiiited out that there

[were objections to the motion for receiving the orders en llic and agreed that

Ithey should be taken niriitim.

ilev. Mr. LINDSAY had moved for expunging tho words "arranged," etc.

las lie felt afraid of its being a precedent.

Mr. ROEBUCK was not prepared to give the Poan and Ciiapter the p^wer

|of initiating legislation. P it was so and tho Bi^^llopa named the candidates

jthoy might as well go home,

the amendment was lost.

Rev. Mr. DAVIDSON moved, seconded by Mr. DRAKE, thut the rules

30 taken up in order and passed scri.ttini. The amendment was lost.

The main motion was put and carried.

The Scrutineers appointed were the Rev. J. Ellegoode, Rev. T. W. Fylos

ind Major Canipbell for the clerical vote. The Chancellor, Capt. Acres and

lev. W. B. Curran for the lay vote. Comniitteos to examine the lists :

—

Clerical lists—Rev. Canon Bond, Rev. R. lionsdell, Rural Dean, Rov. R. W.
Jewman, Hon. L. S. Huntingdon, Mr. J. C. Spence. Lay list— Dr. Small-

?ood, Mr. W. H. Kerr, Mr. E. E. Shelton, Rev. Canuu Anderson, Rev. J. B
)avidson.

The SECRETARY of the House of Bishops delivered a message from

khcir Lordships containing the nomination.

Canon BALCH read the nomination of those whom they hail selected.

"hey believed that the innie should be that of one in Ei)iscopal orders. They
^erefore sent down the following names :—The Bishop of Frodericton, the

5ishop of Nova Scotia, the Bishop of Huron, the Bishop of Ontario, the

Jishop of Quebec, the Bishop of Toronto.

A little before six the Committee on the lists of deloijatcs brought iu their

kport and the Synod adjourned till this morning at 10 o'clock.

Thursday, Nov. 12, 1S6S.

Yesterday morning the proceedings of the Synod were resumed. Tho
lergy, in accordance with tho order of proceedings, were seated on the right,

Ind the laity on the left, of the Chair. The proceedings were opened with

Irayer by Rev. Canon Balcli. The roll of (lelouatos was then called, and the

linutes of yesterday read and approved. The fust part of tlie forenoon's

roceedings was take.i up with hearing appeals in respect to the report of the

[ouunittee on lists, which were finished a few niinutos before twelve.

Mr. J. M. FEKRIS raised the point that the House of Bishops being only

Jtitled to send down a list, from whom tlie Synoil were to choose a Bishop,
ii\ no power to express in that message any opinion or deterniiuatioii in

Idition. The resolution sent down was that only a elergyniaii holding

[piscopal orders should be chosen as Bishop of Montreal. It was a n,ost

jfoituuate thing for the House of Bishops itself, as, if the Synod decline 1 to



elect any of thoso whoso namcB wore sent down, ihej would be obliged to

change tlint rosolusion.

The DEAN declared the question out of order.

Mr. FhUllUS appealed to the House, and was sustained. He continued

that it was the duty of the Synod to preserve harmonv with the Houso of

Bishops, but tlilH could not be without the law beinjj, observed on both sides.

He tlu)u;_'ht the best way would be to ask a Conference, and ask the Bishops

to witlidraw the resolution, sub-stitutiiig another with merely the names. lie

would, however, content himself with moving that this bo not held as a pre-

cedent as there was not time for a conference.

The le.-nliition is as follows. Th? t by the Canon regulating too manner in

which a IJi^lidp of the Diocese of Montreal and Metropolitan is to be elected,

it is provitkil that the House of Mishops shall lay before this Synod two or I

more :iaiii»'s from which to j^eiect, and slioukl no choice be made by thi'i Synod

that tlie House of Bishops shall again lay before this Synod other names and

so oil until a choice shall have been made' That the resolution passed by thol

House of IJishops and laid before this Synod yesterday is prefaced by a|

prenniMe. '1 hat this Synod while rceoiving the said resolution with all tlio

respect due to the House of Bi>hops, declires nevertheless that the Canouj

restricts th:it venerable body to the sole duty of signifying names to tiii-

Synod, IVi'in which to elect the liishopof this Diocese and Metropolitan, with-

1

out any iK'cUiration of any other doterniination or of any opinion whatever.

Thit thi.^ Synod, t.ierefore, objects to the form as the resolution of tlio

House of Bishops now before this Synod, and will not hold the same as a pre

cedeiit i'or the luture in so iar as it conveys to this Synod any other intimationi

than the namts ol" persons whom this Sjiiod may select as Bi.shop and

Metropolitan accordini,' to the strict provision of the Canon in their behalf

The lion. ilr. liUNllNGDON seconded the motion, which was carricdf

unanimously.

The DEAN said had he known the objection he would have not held Mr

Ferris out of order.

The DEAN then called ou the members of the Synod to engage in silent.

prayer i'or a lew minutes, at the conclusion of which, the balloting began, tlic^

clergy voting on the one side of the House and the laity on the other.

At one o'clock the ballotting was concluded, and the scrutineers retired^

with the bollot boxes and the Synod adjourned till two o'clock.

AFTERNOON SESSION.

At the opening of the Session, the Scrutineers returned the following as tlief

state of the ballot_: C. L.

Ijishopof Federicton 2 1

Do of Nova Scotia

Do of Quebec 33 9

DoofOnt<^rio 4 1

Do of Huron

Uo of Toronto "2

Lost vote 3

Noes 33 43

72 59
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Diocesan Synod yesterday evening, the House of Bishops submit to the Dio-

cesan Synod of Montreal, Jic names of the Lord Bishop of Newfoundland,

the Lord Bishop of Huron, the Lord Bishvop of Ontario, the Lord Bishop of

Quebec, and the Lord Bishop of Toronto, vith the understanding that if a

Bishop of this Province should be elected he shall hold office only until a

Ciuoii can be nassed leaving the election of Metropolitan in the hands of the

House of Bishops, and placing the election of a Bishop of Montreal without

restriction in the Synod of that Diocese.

Hon. L. S. HUNTINGDON submitted that these names having been

already sent down and rejected, that it is not in order to send them dowu
again. It w«s a point which the Dean himself must decide.

The DEA2^ thought the House of Bishops had a right send down the same

names.

Hon. L. S. HUNTINGDON seeing that this point had been ruled out,

paid, that it had been decided yesterday that the surplusage in the message

vas not admissible. The House of Bishops had no right to send down any

conditions as to the circumstances in which the ballot was to be taken, ai;ij

therefore the message could not be received. His application in writing wosj

that it was not in order for this Synod to receive the message just presented

from the House of Bishops, the nomination being coupled with conditions audj

extraneous matters not authorized by the Canon.
The DEAN agreed with Mr. Huntingdon, that the message was not ad

niissible, and the Synod accordingly refused to receive it, a message to that

effect being returned.

The buzz and excitement that prevailed was hushed as the Secretary of tlie?

House of Bishops retarued with the message in reply. The names sent down

were the same as those already sent with the exception of the Bishop oi?

Quebec. The Secretary explained that the reason the name of the Bishop u:

Quebec was left out was that he would on no account accept the office

The other Bishops would only accept conditionally. (Cries of no condition.N

There was some confusion at this point as to the steps to be taken, but i

was ultimately decided to take a recess half an hour before balloting.

On resuming, the ballot whs proceeded with and Scrutineers reported tl-

following as the state of the votes :

C. L.

Bishop of British Columbia 3G 14

Do of Huron 6 1

Do of Newfoundland
Do of Ontario 1

Do of Toronto 1

Lost votes 5

Noes 26 34

70 54

The Bishop of l^ritish Columbia had a majority of the Clerical votes, bui|

oniv 14 Lay votes. 28 beinsr necessary.

Hon.^L. S. HUNTINGDON moved that there be no further vote on the|

nant-s, Nvtiich was (arriel.

It was moved and carried that the Synod adjourn till three o'clock.
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AFTERNOON SESSKN.

The Synod met again at three o'clock.

Mr. L. H. DAVIDSON, in support of a proposition for reconsideration oC

the last vote, cited authorities, but was ruled out of order.

After waiting for sometime a message was received from the House of

Bishops nominating the Lord Bishop of British Columbia, the Coaiijutor

Bishop ofNewfoundland and the Dean of Norwich (Dr. (Joulburn). The mes-

sage WBS received with cries of Goulburn and a movement to elect th ^ Dean

of Norwich by acclamation. Order being restored and a short time d)voted

to silent prayer, the ballot was proceeded with, resulting as follows :

c. L.

> Bishop of British Columbia .- ^

Coadjutor Bishop of Newfoundland 1

Dean of Norwich 38 15

Lost votes 4
Nays 24 31

67 51

Rev. Mr. DAVIDSON moved for a socond ballot, Hon. L. S. HUNT-
INGDON in amendment that no further ballot should be taken on this nom-

ination.

The yeas and nays were demanded to be taken down and the amenl iiei.fc

was carried.

c. L.

Nays 28 59—87
Yeas 37 'Ib—i-i

Mr. GEORGE SLACK moved that a conference be requested borween

Ithe Clergy, represented by six uf their number and the laity represented by an

equal number, to see if no understanding could be come to whereby a unan-

[inious vote might be reached.

Motion ruled out of order.

The result of tlie last ballot having been sent to the House of Bii>ho;)^, a

lessage was returned that as they 'ver,;' lUiab e to agree upon anv one mim to

)e submitted for election until furtjier /juqijiry, cjicv .woakj adjourn tiil the

iionth of May next. "

,
' ' .- ' '/ •

The message was* leccivod with oonsidor.ill j manifestation, o*^ ftKjing, ap-

)rob.ition and disapprobation being both loadl) oxpresscd.
"

,

The DEAN said that no",h:i.g fui.tlyt rjia.ijn:-'-^ tc be done. The S/iv^d

30uld either adjourn sine die, o«'. ^d;oi'rn;to nitvet al tCL o'cioc'c ti-lUjrrow

(this) morning.

A number ot represimtatives from the country said they had a1 ready waited
lougfir than was convenient for them, and a fouling was oxpre&sei to h ive a:i

Jveuing session.

Mr. J. M FERRIS urged that th3y should wait till a-iother day. He
)uld (juite underf-tand the desire of representatives from the country to -'et

louie, but it would be for the host interests of the Diocese, under the
|
aiafiil

^ireumstances in which it was placed, that they should remain, lie mjvod
lat the Synod do adjourn till ten o'clock to-morrow (this) morning.
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Rev. Canon BANCROFT moved that the discuesion continue until the

usual hour of adjournment—six o'clock.

Mr. F. McKENZIE moved that there should be an evening session.

The resloution of Dr. Bancroft was carried.

Mr. FERRIS said it became the members of Synod under existing cir-

cumstances to consider iheir position with the decorum and calmness which

the position demanded. As the best thing to do now he would move that a

Committee be appointed to consider the whole matter and repo''t in the

morning at ten o'clock.

It was here suggested and generally approved of that the Committee report

at an evening sitting to be held at eight o'clock, and Mr. Ferris altered his

motion accordingly ; the Committee to consist of ten members, five of the

Clergy and five of the Laity.

Hon. Mr. HUNTINGDON said there was serious questions to be settled

before the Synod could adjourn sine die, and grave doubts existed as to the

power of sunimmoning the Synod again in that event. These and other

matters must be taken into consideration.

Before the vote was taken the DEAN said it would be impossible for him
to bo present in the evenhig, and as he had sat so long he was anxious to see it

out. It was therefore resolved, the motion having been agreed to, that the

Committee report at ten in the morning, and the Dean appointed the follow-

ing as the members : The Archdeacon and four rural deans for the clergy,

and Messrs. Ferris, Huntingdon, Hamilton, Smallwood and Hutton for the

laity, and requested the country members to defer leaving till the business

was concluded.

Saturdat, Nov. li, 1868,

The Synod met yesterday at ten o'clock, the Venerable Dean presiding.

The usual prayers were reaj. the roll of members called, and the minutes of
|

the previous day's proceedings read and approved of

There was some little delay, the committee not being prepared with their

report, but shortly before eleven o'clock the members entered the Court.

The Venerable Archileav^or LEAC H srad, in presenting the report I may |
mention, in the ;^r*t place, that chc Conrui.ttoo iivited the Chancellor to be

present at it? lielibofatious and h;;a the bonutit :>f hi? experience, and in the |
second phiC'>,'that the Hon. John Hamilton dissents ^•eaorally from the con-

tents of the teport. Although the name of the Hon. Mr. Huntingdon does*

not appear attached '.to tke report itself, yot^he wa:i present at the deliberatious|l

and approves of its (joutciits. The report is in tht hand-writing of the moverij
aud 1 propose he shall read the report himself

Mr. J. K. FERRIS read the report which is in the following terms :

—

'^he Committee appointed by the older of reference of this date to consider

the state of the Synod has the honour to report : v

That the Synod of tiiis Diocese assembled on the tenth of November inst.,fi|

for the purpose of choosing a Bisliop and Metropolitan.

That, by the terms of the Canon regulating the election it is the duty ofj

the House of Bishops to send down to the Synod two or more names, fron

which the Synod is to select one for Bishop aud Metropolitan, aud in case il
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selection should not be made from those names the House of Bishops should

again send down other names until a choice should be made.

That the House of Bishops, in terms of the canon, sent down on the same

day the names of the Bishops of Mova Scotia, of Fredericton, of Huron, of

Toronto, of Ontario, and of Quebec, accompanied by a declaration of their

determination that the interests of the Church required that the person to be

elected to the Metropolitan See of Montreal should be of the Episcopal order.

That your Synod did not choose any one of the names so sent down to it,

but intimated to the House of Bishops that the declaration of any determina-

tion, or of any 'ipinion of theirs accompanying any names submitted was not

in accordance with law.

That the House of Bishops, on the llth inst., sent down the names of the

Bishops of Newfoundland, of Grahamstown, and of Britisjh Columbia, and the

Synod having voted thereupon, a choice again failed.

That the House of Bishops thereafter transmitted a message to your

Synod, declaring that they were not prepared to submit, without delay and

enquiry, any further names than those already sent down, and that they

would adjourn for one hour, and renew their nominations in the month of

May next.

That a conference having been requested by your Synod, the House of Bis-

hops consented thereto, and the report of the result was made to your Synod
to the eflFect that the nomination would be resumed by the House of Bishops

this day.

That accordingly to-day the House of Bishops sent down a message con-

taining the names of the Bishops of Newfoundland, of British Columbia, of

Huron, of Ontario, of Quebec, and of Toronto, with the uuderstauding that if

a Bishop of the Province should be chosen by your Synod, he should hold the

office only until a Canon should bo passed, leaving the election of Metropolitan

in the hands of the House of Bishops, and placing the election of a Bishop of

Montreal without restriction in your Synod ; but your Synod resolved that it

eould not receive a message containing the names of persons for election if

coupled with conditions and extraneous matters not authorized by the Canon.
'1 hat soon after the House of Bishops sent down to your Synod a message

repeating the names of the Bishops of Newfoundland, of British Columbia, of

Huron, of Ontario, and of Toronto, which having been rejected before by your

Synod, were rejected again.

The the House of Bishops then sent down to your Synod another message

containing the names of the Bishop of Coli>;nbia, of the Coadjutor Bishop of

Newfoundland, and of the Dean of Norwich, for election, non- of which re-

ceived the number of votes in your Synod necessary to a choice.

That thereafter the House of Bishops transmitted a message to your Synod,
informing it that they were not prepared to submit any further names to your
j^ynod without inquiry and delay, and that they would adjourn until the

month of May next.

I'hat your Committee have to point out to your Synod that among the

above names so laid before it by the House of Bishops, one is that oi the

Dean of Norwich, a dignitary of the church, residing in England, concerning

whom your Synod had no information that he would resign a large income, and
sacrifice all the social and other advantages to which he was aocustomod, in

order to assume the charge of this Diocese with its labours and inconveniences,
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even if the state of his health, otherwise permitted \ but another name in the

list is that of the Bishop of Grahamstown, a see on the coast of the South

East of Afriea, of whom almost none of the delegates in your Synod had ever

heard ; that another is that of the Bishop of British Columbia on the Pacific

shore of North America, and almost totally unknown even by name or reputa-

tion to the delegates ; that the list embraces also the names of the Bishops on

the Atlantic Coast of British North America, with those of the Bishop and of

the coadjutor Bishop of Newfoundland, of whoso existence the members of your

Synod are no doubt cognizant, but vith \7h08e history or persons they are

entirely unacquainted, and concerning not any one of whom had they the

smallest information or assurance that they would forsake sees in which they

had laboured for years to undertake the duties of that of Montreal.

The Synod will remark that with respect to British North America, the

name of every Bishop holding a see therein was submitthd to your Synod,
with the single exception of one, although they were all in a measure unknown
to your members, and whose acceptance or rejection of the oflSce was an un-

certainty which could not be resolved until, with respect to some of them, alter

a considerable lapse of time.

Your Synod will also remark tliat the omission of the name of the Bishop
of Rupert's Land, the exception pefinred to, was the more pointed because he

is the only Bishop whom the members of the ibynod have had an opportunity

of knowing.

That your Synod will also remark that the House of Bishops refrained from
submitting to you the name of any of the Archdeacons in this Ecclesiastical

Province, or of any of numerous Deans, Canons, or Presbyters therein,

although your Committee do not hesitate to say that they «ve to be found
amoPT; them clergymen whose zeal, talents, and industry in the performance of

their snored duties are familiar to you, and who, from this acquaintance with
the country, you would have telt confident, would have laboured te promote
the interests of God's Church in your Diocese and the glory of his name.
That your Committee cannot avoid noticing that the only names submitted

for your choice by the House of Bishops, which in reality you knew, were
those of themselfves

; and that the Bishops of Huron and Toronto^ two of the

four composing that venerable House, were men so fur advanced in life that

your^ Synod could not suppose them long to possess the bodily vigour and
activity requisite to endure the fatigue necessarily attending the performance
of the duties of so extensive a Diocese as that of Montreal, especially when
burdened with the additional duties of Metropolitan of the whole Province,
to be still further increased, should his ecclesiastical jurisdiction be extended
to the other portions of the Dominion.

That your Synod consequently felt that the only choice really left to you, on
grounds which you could enter into and intelligibly understanding was
restricted in reality to the Bishops of Quebec and Ontario ; and your Synod
also felt that by selecting either one or the other of those venerable dignitaries
you would only be filling one vacancy to create another, and in your own
Province

;
and your Synod will also bear in mind that the Bishop ot Quebec,

having oflBcially intimated to you to-day that he would not accept the office,

the real choice then left to you was reduced to one— the Bishop of Ontario.
Your Committee therefore have much to deplore that you had also no

measure of selection in determining your choice, but your Committee deplores
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still more that the House of Bishops should have left the Church in this

Diocese, and in the Eorlesiastical Province of Canada, without a head,

by adjourning until the month of May.
Your Committee is distinctly of opinion that the Canon gives to tho House

no power to adjourn as they have done, but are by it compelled to continue

nominations until they shonld give you the name of a clergyman whom in

your conscience and before God you considered it would be your duty to set

over the cnurch in this diocese.

The House of Bishops by their adjournment have consequently so far de-

parted from the true spirit and intention of the Canon for the election of a

Bishop and Metropolitan as to have virtually abdicated the functions it was

their bounden duty to exercise.

That they have by so doing left also the property of the Church, which is

vested in the Bishop as a Corporation sole, entirely, without a protector.

That yonr Committee have therefore to recommend that steps should be

taken during next session of the Legislature to secure such legislation as will

vest the senior dignitary of the Church next in rank to the Bishop, until a

Bishop for this Dioceso be duly elacted and consecrated, with all the power
conferred upon the Bishop by the constitution and the various statutes affect-

ing the temporalities of the Church.
That your Committee finally recommends that the present powers of the

Synod should not be suffered to lapse, and to that end that it should adjourn

until some convenient day in the month of May next.

All of which is respectfully sumbitted.

(Signed,) WILLIAM T. LEACH,
Chairman.

12th November, 1868.

The ARCHDEACON moved thot the report be received.

The Uev. GEORGE SLACK, seconded the motion.

Rev. Mr. FULTON—I lise to a point of order. The Synod has no right

to legislate on anything, nor to transact any business beyond the election oif a

Bishop, (cries, it is the election ; laughter and disapprobation.) I move that

the report be not received.

Rev. J. B. DAVIDlSON seconded the amendment.
The DEAN said the Committee were yesterday appointed by the Synod

to consider the present position ot the Synod, and ascertain if a remedy could
not be found. That Committee has presented a most able report, and it is

now moved that the report be not received : How can it be refused ? It is

strictly in order and must be received.

The motion was put amidst cries of "carried," "no" and great confusion.

Rev. J. C. DAVIDSON, as well as could be understood, moved that the
report be amended, and that a Bishop be named and elected to this Diocese,
and as Metropolitan ^ro tem.

Ihe amendment was ruled out of order, the proper time for such an amend-
ment being when the question of adoption was brought up.

^
Rev. J. B. DAVIDSON protested against the ruling of the chair on Mr.

Fulton's motion.

Mr. E. CARTER, Q.C., said the protest was not admissible. The pro-
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per course if he thought there was a grievance was for him to appeal to the

Synod against the ruling.

After a few words from Mr. FERE1S, advocating the utmost latitude of

discussion, seeing the importance of the crisis, the appeal, which was about to

be put to the Synod vas withdrawn.

Mr. CARTER moved the adoption of the report. I regret, he said, that

unavoidable absence from the city has prevented my attendance during the

earlier part of the session, but I may be permitted to pay a few words about

what has taken place. I must express my entire concurrence in the report,

especially as two points have been brought forward which I look upon as of the

greatest importance. By the action taken, and the resolution sent down to

the House, it is evident that the House of Bishops has assumed to itself a

power which it does not possess, that of enacting that the nominee for the

vacant see must of necessity belong to the episcopal order. It must occur to

every one who reflects on the subject, and reads the canon on the election of a

Bishop, that the House of Bishops has exceeded its jurisdiction, and gone

beyond the canon. It was out of its power to impose conditions, and there

was nothing in the eanon to show that the choice must be restricted to the

episcopal order. I was one of tbc^r who had a share in framing the canon,

and if I had had the slightest suspicion, while conferring on the Bishop the

right of nomination, that we were likely to be hampered, or that the right

would lead to the scenes of the last few days^ I would never have con anted

that the right should have been conferred. Under the canon the £ >id of

choice was not restricted as had been done by their Lordships. They had
the right to nominate from a much wider range, but they had restricted the

choice to the Episcopal order. They had no such power, and the action of

the Synod in declaring so, and refusing to receive the message, had been per-

fectly correct, and 1 regret that when this House declared they had no such
power, the House of Bishops acted as if it had, and seemed determined to

adhere to the rule laid down by itself in this respect. 1 hen the Bishops
erred on another point. In a message subsequently sent down they had
attempted to dictate, as conditions, that the appointment should only be
temporary, until a canon could be passed to separate the office of

Metropolitan from that of Diocesan Bishop. But the Bishops could not

themselves make such a change in the law, to elect a Bishop temporally, till

another change could be made. What ! can we arrogate to ourselves the

power to depose a Bishop without a cause ; tell him that he must now leave

his office, and make a bargain for a terapOi-ary engagement, contrary to the

canon, which declares the appointment shall be permanent. The Bishops have
no such power. We are certamly in a position of great embarrassment, and I

would gladly see the connection between our House and the House of Bishops
done away with. It is a matter of sufficient difficulty for us to agree among our-

selves, to arrive at a harmonious conclusion, and to decide in a manner satis-

factory to the various members of thb House. But when to this is super-

added the task of agreeing also with the Bishops, then the task becomes one
almost altogether impossible. It would be infinitely better for us that Me-
tropolitan should be chosen by the Bishops, from among themselves, thus

leaving us free to elect our own Bishop. But when the position of Met-
ropolitan was fixed, as we see it fixed now, it became necessary to adopt some
such canon as that which now exists ; but the mode in which the Bishops have

I
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exercised their powers has led to great enabarrassing. There is nothing now
to be done but to adjourn, but there is a legal point to be considered before

we do so. It is necessary that we adjourn to some specific day, otherwise,

there is no definite adjournment sufficient to enable us to meet again. It had

pleased their Lordships to adjoujn indefinitely till the month of May, without

consulting in the slightest degree our convenience. Their Lordships might

have had some opinion for the Synod before they had adjourned. I am not

aware if they have fixed any specific date.

The DEAN said he had applied to know when they would meet, but the

answer was they could not tell, but due notice would be given.

Mr. CARTER, 1 am glad to hear that, but I complain that their Lord-

ships arrived at a determination without consulting this house, and sent down
a message to announce what they had done. Before leaving for months, and
breaking up the Synod, they should have- had the consideration to send down
and ask our concurrence. It would have shown at least a due regard to

the best interest of the diocese. I regret the scenes that have taken place

here and the collisions between this House and the House of Bishops ; no one

could be more desirous than I am to see harmony prevail, in carrying out the

new constitution. Bnt their Lordships must recollect that it is not their con-

venience alone that is chiefly concerned. Their Lordships must have known
that they were called here to perform a work infinitely more important to the

diocese of Montreal than the particular matter in which they were concerned

chiefly was to the ecclesiastical Province. They should have consulted this

House before leaving the see vacant for months, and it certainly would have

been more courteous for tliem to have solicited the co-operatian of the Synod.

Had they sent down to a message that they required further time for enquiry,

giving good reasons for delay, 1 know that the members hero would have wil-

lingly consented. But by the course their Lordships had taken they almost

put it out of our power to meet again. There is no otker way to adjourn till

the 1st day of May, and then if their Lordships will considerately tell us when
they can meet we can adjourn till that day. I hope it will be the last time

this House will be subjected to such treatment as they have suffered from the

behaviour of the Bishops.

Rev. DEAN—The course you propose will iiivolve several meetings.

Mr. CARTER—Exactly, which aggravates the conduct of the Bishops.

Kev. Canon BANCROFT seconded the motion.

A member suggested that in view of what had taken place, they should

adjourn to meet on the 1st April (hear, and a laugh.)

The Rev. Canon LOOSEMoh-E, seconded by tion. JOHN HAMILTON,
moved that the report just received be sent back to the Committee for

revision.

Some discussion took place as to whether the motioii, as presented, was in

order, and it was contended that a motion to revise must specify the omissions

complained of, or the parts it was sought to amend, and it was ultimately

understood that the motion was to defer the consideration of the report.

Rev. Canon LOOSEMORE said it cannot be suspected for a moment that

I appear as the apologist of the House of Bishops, not one member of which
is not able to defend himself, but I object to the report just received. The
strongest part of the report is the legal point raised, and it is that which
chiefly forms the burden of Mr. Carter's speech. In that point I can clearly
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trace the Chancellor's hand, and that the more especially, h8 one or two of the

Bishops had themselves some doubts as to the clear legality of adjourning. I

think it would have been well to have stuck at that. 1 think that some of the

details contained in the report are discourteous, and some of them are incorrect,

and I think the Synod would certainly not admit them all. In the first place

there were the reference to the names of the candidates. It is stated in the

report, and I hope I will be corrected if I am wrong, that the Bishop of

Graharastown is unknown, living about some seaport of Southern Africa,

whose name has scarcely been heard of. I recollect a fact which occurred in

the Diocesan Synod of Montreal a few years ago, where the name of the

Bishop of Gramstown is not known, that the Synod passed a vote of thanks to

the Metropolitan of South Airicu for the noble stand he had made for the

maintenance of the faith. (Loud cheers.) Is it too strong to say that the

Synod will stultify itself if it adopt as its own the action of the ('ommittee ?

(Applause.) The names of c>ndidates on the Episcopal Bench have been

dragged into the arguments, and even their personal characteristics displayed.

Do I feel too strongly the discourtesy shown in the report, in describing the

personal appearance of the Bishop of Toronto, and the chances of life and use-

fulness of the dignitary who was so lately raishd to that see ? I protest

against the reference to the conduct and capacity, and the personal references

to the venerable Bishops. (l:!ear, hear.) I think the nommittee have

mentioned that there has been no election of any of the candidates sent down
from the House of Bishops ; but 1 ought, injustice to the clergy, to »>ay that,

as far as they were concerned, there hud bceu an election (cheers), and in a

revision of the rep( 't 1 would suggest that that point should be made clear.

There are incorrect statements in the repoit, and a want of courtesy. The
only Strang part of the report is the legal point. That may be passed, but is

the only one that can be maintained. [(Jheers.)

Rev. J. C. DAVIDSON moved that the report be considered paragraph by
paragraph, so that each may be adopted or rejected, as t\e case may be. 1

have been pained by the discourtesy shown to their Lordships, by the sneer

which runs through tlie report against the Bishops, and which runs through

tlie speech of Mr. Carter. Every point possible has been made against the

bishops, but this Court must remember that while they are careful to guard
their own rights, they must also guard the right of their Bishops. lu their

comnmuications with the Synod their Lordships might have shovrn a little

more of the suaviler in modo, but why sit in judgment on such failings anl
report in the tei uis that had bceu made use of.

Rev. iVIr. Jti'tlLTON seconded tlie amendment. He wised to review the

position since the Syuod had met. It had been decided that the Metropolitan

see should be that of Montreal. For this purpose there had been a solemn

compact made with the other dioceses. Now there had been on Monday a

solemn caucus held to nominate candidates, as if they had been determined to

thrust forward their own candidate. (Cries of order,—hear, not in the

report.) They have endeavoured to coerce the Bench of Bishops and there

had been evidenced a desire to throw odium upon them.

Mr. CARTER rose to remove a misapprehension that appeared to exist.

He had urged the legal position in which the House of Bishops had placed them.
But he would never submit to dictation whatever of respect he entertained for

their Lordships, He was happy to suy that sioca the point had been raised as

y
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to the unfortunate position in whicli the Synod was left by the want of a

definate time of adjournment he had learned that they were willing to name a

definite day for re-assembling.

Mr. F. McKENZIE said the report contained a calm and tenaperate ex-

pression of the opinion of the Synod. (Yes, yes, and no, no.) Had Canoa
Loosemore quoted the ipsis^iina verba of the report he would not have main
taincd the ground he had. In particular he had dewelt upon the remarks
made on the Bishop of Grahanistown. It was true that a few years ago lie

had written a protest against Bishop Colcnso. 'f hat was no doubt a very

laudable thing, but how many knew who the Metropolitan of South Africa

was ? It did not follow that because the Synod approved of this one action

that therefore they were prepared to approve of hiui so far as to elect him
their Bishop. The Archbishop of Canterbury had died lately, how many
knew what his name was and what his course of conduct had been.

(Laughter.) The candidates from ail parts of British North America, the

Coadjutor Binhop of Newfoundland, the Bishop of British Columbia and
others it was known held certain sees, but what was known of them ?

Absolutely nothing, yet they were expected to accept these candidates without

asking questions. (Hear hear.)

Hon. L. S. HUNTINGDON said—I had no intention of addressing the

Synod in defence of this Report, which appears to me to convey its own
justification, but the speech of the Rev. Canon (Loosemore^ challenges a

reply,

frank

We may as well commence the consideration of this subject by the

avowal that there are two distinct parties in this Synod.—(Cries of

hear, hear, and no, no.) It was true, and the fact should be fairly acknow-
ledged by the Synod, that there were two parties—the one maintaining the

attitude assumed by this House, and the other justifying the course of the

House of Bishops. True, indeed, this fact was not apparent on the first day

of the Session, when the House seemed uuauimous iu its resistance to the

course which the Bishops pursued, but when on the second dSy a Conference

was sought and obtained, a reverend Canon of the deputation which waited

upon their Lordships in the name of this House stated distinctly to the House
of Bishops that so far as he was a representative of the views of this Synod he

fully approved of their course, and thought the Synod had taken a false step.

(Sensation.) I am only doing my duty to this Synod when 1 make this

statement, nor have I, acting in their interest. the right to withhold the name
of that delegate who so presumed to speak for this House. It was Cauou
Loosemore. (Hear, hear.) If this statement is incorrect, the Rev. gentle-

men will correct me.

Canon LOOSENORE—Of course 1 shall have the right to explain when
Mr. Huntingdon has concluded.

Mr. HUNTINGDON— It will be far better if the Rev. Canon has a

correction to make tliat he should do it now. I will gladly make way for

him, and should not like to speak of him under a misapprehension.

Canon LOtJSEMORE— I understand Mr. Huntingdon to indicate me as

having acted on the deputation to the House of Bishops as the representative

of a party. Ttiis 1 deny. I was not a partizan there, nor am 1 such iu the

House. (Hear, hear.) The rev. gentleman then related at some length the

steps which the deputation had taken in their interview with their Lordship's

house—and said that in answer to a calm and temperate statement of the pre-
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sidinc Bishop, that the course of the Synod was unprecedented in rejecting

all the names without giving any second ballot, he had obsenred that there

was a feeling among a great many members that this courEt should have been

pursued. He continued—The House may or may not support this opinion

wfiich I expressed. When a brother Cannn on that deputation mentioned to

their Lordshijps the names of two persons who would be acceptable to the

House, I protested against such a course. (Cheers.)

Mr. HUNTINGDON—I think the House should thank me for giving the

rev. Canon an opportunity for the eloquent disckimer we have just heard.

(Hear, hear.) 1 had no intention to charge him with any personal impro-

priety. It is sufficient for my purpose, that we find him as early as the

second day of the session speaking for—I say a party in this House before

the Bishops—but he said he only spoke for a great many members. (Cheers and
laughter.) The rev. gentleman explains in this way that he is not a partizan. I

am not going to dispute about trifles—or whether a word is to be taken in its

scholastic or literary or technical sense—but I say that he did represent a party

before the Bishops, and he is the undoubted leader of the same party in this

House. (Cheers.) The rev, gentleman must not be too modest. He has been very

pertinaciously doing the work of au active partizan, and has no right to claim

the immunities of a neutral. (Clicers.) I do not deny him the right of free

thought and Iree speech—but as the undoubted adversary of the majority of

this House— he must not attempt to speak with our voice, or profess im-

partiality in his jndgment of our sentiments. (Hear, hear.) He opposes

the report, of course, as the leader of a party in this i^ynod which has been

opposed to its views from the first. No report could have had his support

which did not condemn us, and support the Bishops. (Hear, hear—cheers.)

Canon LOOSEMORE protested against this view of his position. The
sjwaker had no right to presume that because he (Mr. L.) had pursued a

certain course one day it was impossible for him to change.

Mr. HUNTINGDON.— If the Rev. Canon wishes me to understand that

I have been so fortunate as to shake liis confidence in his owu position, (great

lau<;htei,) 1 shall be delighted to welcome the change, (roars of laughter,) but
I shall believe that we must continue to regard him as the able and
persistent adversary of the position which the Synod has taken in this great

crisis. (Hear, heai.) Mr. Huntingdon then continued in defence of the

report of the Committee which simply stated, first, the history of the pro-

ceedings, second, the moli/s for the action of the Synod, and thirdly, a reom-
mendation as to the course necessary to prevent the Synod from lapsing, and
to protect its temporal interest during the interregnum which must ensue.

He continued, 1 must say a word as to a charge which had been brought
against us, that we are not obedient to constituted authority, and I make a

bi-oad distinction betweeen the deference due to our Bishops in spiritual

matters, and the abject humility which is recommended to us in regard to

temporal aflFairs. (Cheers.) I am not one of those who would exalt the
episcopal or clerical authority to the position of an absolute oligarchy in tem-
poral affairs, i will have no controversv about questions of faith or spiritual

ministrations—but I will not. on the other hand, trouble my priest or Bishop
to think or speak or vote for me in mere matters of temporal or secular con-

cern. And upon this principal I, and those who act with me, repudiate this

sycophantic appeal to our respect for constituted authority. (Cheers.) There
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hu been a tauDt thrown across the House that the clergy had elected a Bishop,

and that if the Laity had heen like minded the present dead lock might
have been averted. But the Inity believed that a principle which was worth

fighting for one day should be consistently maintained the next. At the

beginning of the session the clergy concurred with us .that the names sub-

mitted were not worthy of confidence. On that day, at least, the conduct of

the laity in not to be impugned, because the clergy led them on. On the

second day there was a fluttering on the clerical side—and some evidence of

defection. The course of the Bishops seemed to gain favour in their eyes, and

there was dread of revolution and disaster, and some seemed to see the ghost

of Oliver Cromwell stalking openly among us. (Loud cheers.) But the laity

adhered to their principles. The n< minations were the same, and were met by
them in the same spirit. We do uoi taunt the clergy with their change, but

let them not blame uh for our ccos'.stency. (Cheers.) After all, we were only

fighting their battle. (Hear, hear.) We were resisting an open and

unjustifiable attempt to shut the avenues of preferment against them for all

time, and if they do not thank us for it now, they will do so hereafter. (Loud
cheers.) Wo saw the clergy under some unseen mysterious influence falling

away from their firs'; calm views and consenting to their own immolation.

(Cheers.) We have saved them from themselves. (Cheers.) There i» a

party in this House, led by the learned Canon, which desires to put the Synod
m the wrong—I beseech, I emplore the 8ynod to be firm once more.

(Cheers.) What would have been your position to day if you had yielded the

principle upon which you united yesterday ? It would have been said that there

was no independence among us—that we were the miserable tools of ecclesiastical

authority. (Hear, hear.) We are not acting alone for ourselves—our

example, if we are firm, will exercise a blessed influence throughout the Empire.

The firienda of Synodical government everywhere will be cheered by it—our

spiritual superiors will learn to respect our rights—and in the end, I doubt
not, the rev. Canon himself will be found numbered among the multitudes

within and without onr Communion—who will thank God that in this great

crisis the Laity of the Diocese of Montreal have—always within the law

—

pursued a wise and temperate and independent course to the last. (Cheers.)

Rev. J. B. DAVIDSON, began to speak, but was at first inaudible. He
was understood to say that he took exception to the position of his learned

friend. He objected to call any man a leader of the clergy. The gentleman
referred to had endeavoured less than any to influence his brethern, and he
believed he was less influenced by others than any of the members. The last

speaker speaks as it party lines were sharply drawn, and that he alone i»

authorized to speak for his .<»ido. I object to the report which is a party report

and evidently full of special pleading. I will not allow credit to be given to

its statement that the clergy are antagonistic to the Bishops. No ; let the
laity have full credit of that, and for the idea of the league that even out of
the whole Bench of Bishops presented, any one of whom was admirably fitted

for the position, there could not be found one worthy of a vote, the intention

of the unconvertible party being to oppose the nomination of all the Bishops
of British North America. 1 have no doubt that a special coercive influence

was attempted to be brought to bear against the House of Bishops in favour
of a popular candidate. (No, and cheers.) Their conduct is quite opposed
to the principle of the Canon, which they are bound to carry out in good faith^
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"and to vote for those sent down. Thoy had no ri^ht to ostraoiae anj one

class. I will not undortiike tho dofcuoe of tho Bishops. When the first

mossa^o was rejected, they had withdrawn it, and substitutod another, treatini;;

this House with propter respect. It is for this House to show proper respect

for tho House of Bishops. Because an error had been committed at the out-

set, but rectified at once when pointed out, was that a reason why tho whole

Bench of Bishops but one should be ostracised. On contrary it was the part of

noble men to forget. It was evident that part of the Synod had miide up their

uiinds to compel the Bishops—having once broken the rule unwisely made, or

rather announced, (laughter,)—to go on until they sent down tho name wanted,

lie combated that idea that there would bo any difficulty about meeting, as tho

law provided that if an adjournment took place, and a quorum was not pres.

ent that it could always bo adjourned to another day. With respect to tho

reception of the report he said, I hope it will not pass, as it was illegal to

receive it, since no business can be brought before the meeting except the

election of the Bishop. Cries "It has to do with it." The recommendation

in the report to apply to the Legislature for a change in tho Constitution,

because certain members want their own way, is surely not a part of the

election ; and if such changes are sought, there might be more cropping up
when the application was laid before Parliament. If the report was adopted,

there was no security as to what would follow.

The hour of adjournment having arrived, it was agreed that Mr. Roebuck,

who had risen, should apeak first after rc-assombling.

AFTERNOON SESSION.

The Synod met again at half-past two p.m.

Mr. ROEBUCK said he had moved the Conference with the Upper House,

tind that all knew the spirit in which he had done so, He had gone to their

Lordships and prayed them, almost on his knees, to give peace to the Church,

and so promote the glory of God. Now he had to state a fiict, that the Rev,

Mr. Loosemore did represent himself as representing a large part of the

Clergy of Montreal. But for that he believed his (Mr. Roebuck's) request

would have been assented to. As it was, it was refused, their Lordships

being led to believe that they had large support from the Clergy.

Rev. Mr. NORMAN said he did not rise to defend the Bishops, in so far as

their conduct was illegal ho disapproved it. But he opposed the report. Mr.

Huntingdon had taunted the clergy with inconsistency and tergiversation be-

cause they had first rejected one candidate, and then had voted for the same
candidate, and had thus shown themselves in a manner which contrasted witli

the positiiou of the laity, who has acted consistently ; but who he (Mr. Nor-
man) mght say, had very much obstructed the course of the business of

electing a Bishop. He acknowledged no leader ; he had formed part of no

organization
; and the men with whom he had acted, because he and they

thought alike, were men of as independent minds as he had ever met with.

He was a high Churchman, but he would not like to see a high Churchman
chosen Metropolitan Bishop, because he thoueht the cause of the Church
would then be in danger. Nor would he like to see a low Churchman elected,

for that would be also be a cause of evil. He had, therefore, sought not to

.elect any one man, but rather to elect a man who would take a comprehensive
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view of things, and who would stmpathizo with nil who dosir. to do the work
of the Church. Instead, therefore, of being accused of tcrj^iversation, ho

thought the clergy who had voted as he voted might fairly claim the credit of

having sought to meet the views of their reverend fathers, and to give the

diocese a Bishop, while the laity had, by their conduct, either out of opposi-

tion to the House of Bishops or out of party spirit, prevented any election.

Hon. L. S. HUNTINGDON explained that he did not taunt the clergy

with changing their votes. He had distinctly said that no man had a right to

taunt the other. It was, therefore, unfair to make this charge against him.

But, in answer to a statement that the laity had obstructed the business ofthe

Synod, which the Rev. Mr. Norman had now repeated, he said that the sin

which the laity had committed the second day, the Clergy had committed on

the first.

Mr. THOMAS SIMPSON—As one of the rebellious laity, who con-

scientiously had fought under the banner of "No Surrender," in the struggle

which had just taken place for the election of a Metropolitan, ho ro.se to speak

in defence of the course of conduct the laity had thought fit for the past few

d:iys to pursue. When some years ago, he, in this Synod, had voted to place

in til' 'i 'nds of the Bishops the nomination of candidates for the holy office

now . -ant, he little dreamt that when a vacancy should occur, advantage

would be taken of it to force us to accept a member of the Episcopal order,

thereby ignoring the right of our own clergy, whom we love and respect, to as-

pire to the higher offices of the Church. We were amused to hear a clergy-

man from a certain deanery not over remarkable for its respect for Episcopal

authority, lecture the laity on obedience to the powers that be, and was glad

to hear that a change had come over the spirit of that gentleman. (Hear,

hear.) It has been asserted that the laity are responsible for the dead lock

now arrived at, but this he utterly denied, iipd unhesitatingly charged the

responsibility of our present deplorable position on their Lordships. Wc met
here willing to accept their Lordships' nominations in a friendly spirit, and
were met with an ultimatum that none but the name of a Bishop should ho
sent down to us. They accordingly sent down seven of that order, who were
properly sent back again ; they again sent down three more Bishops, who were
again properly sent back, when a conference was sought for, but at which their

Lordships still held firmly to their ultimatum. Then, at the Hth hour, they

broke their rule, and sent us a Presbyter. They sent over to England for one

who they might know would not give up his good appointment to come to

Canada. The friends of the Dean of Norwich cannot up to this hour, tell us-

whether he would come here or not, and 1 verily believe had we elected him
we would be in as bad a position as we are now. When their Lordships sent

us a Presbyter, why did they not select one of our own, whom we know, esteem
and respect ? We have here divines of high intellectual culture, who have
borne the burden and heat of the day, one especially, for half a century, and
one of these gentlemen I would be glad to see elevated to the Episcopal Bench.
For that we have contended all through this unhappy contest, and our love

and veneration for our clergy have actuated us, disinterested layman, in the

stand we have just taken. In conclusion, he had but to say that had he to go
over the ground again, he would just repeat every vote he had given, and every
efibrt he had made, to elevate and promote our own clergy. (Cheers.)

Rev. Mr. BALFOUR spoke at some length amidst many marks of ira-
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paiience. We understood his object was to induce the Synod to elect the Bishop

of Quebec, who would not consent to bo Metropolitan to the See of Mon-
treal. That Prelate would administer this Diocese in the meantime, and there

would then be time to reform the Canon.

Rev. Mr. Canon BOND for his part and for a large number of the clergy

of the Diocese returned to the laity their sincere thanks. In time to come they

would all, he was sure, thank God that they had such a body of faithful men
to aid them in the Synod, and he thought it right especially to name in this

connection Messrs. Huntingdon and Ferris. Allusion had been made to a

caucus. But he came there not knowing for whom he should vote. He and

others had come, he was sure, prepared to vote for a man who would inaintaia

the government of the Church according to the spirit and the forms prescribed

in the Prayer Book. He came, though it might surprize many to hear it,

expecting to vote with the Ritualists, who were understood to fav^our a certain

Prelate. If he had been named, the Ritualists would have voted for him.

He and his friends would have also voted for him, and the laity would have

voted for him. As to the Conference, he believed that the Committee went up
with the sincere desire to get out of the difficulty they were in. He defended

the clergy against the statement that they had been wrong in not voting for

certain names who were sent down. But in fact there were no more than two

names for one of which they could conscientiously vote. He regretted that

they were not allowed a large field ;
had they be^n he thought there would

have been an election, since he was sure that a large majority desired to

elect a good man, though thatnian might not be the precise choice of each who
would so vote for him. He expressed the hope that the report of the Com-
mittee would be put before the Synod, and that instead of discussing exas-

perating details bi'ought up by reading separate paragraph., "hat the iSynod

would vote on the whole report at once.

Rev. Mr. JOHN-SON declared that in his opinion the laity was the real

strength and support of the Church. He also expressed great pain at the

result of the meeting of the Synod since Tuesday.
Mr. JAS. HUTTON said, in reference, as we understood, to Mr.

Simpson's remarks, that he wished it to be understood that he had never made
up his mind not to vote for a Bishop. He and others who had acted with

him were ready to vote for the best man.

Rev. Mr. ELLEGOOD asked if the report stated tnat it would be illegal

for the Synod to adopt the suggestion of the House of Bish >ps, and to elect

a I'ishop to administer the Diocese, nntil the Canon could be reformed ?

He thought that it would be desirable to take that course in the spirit of com*
promise.

Mr. FERRES said, in reference to the motion to read the report

paragraph by paragraph, that be had never heard ot such a pioceedmg in al

fais experirnce. The proper course was to move that the report be sent back.

Rev. Mr. LOOSEMORE bore testimony to the courteous manner of Mr.
Huntingdon when ever he had made personal allusions. As to Mr. Ferres'

remarks, he had asked Mr. Ferres what course he should take to obtain his

object, and he was sorry Mr. Ferres had not told him the manner in which he
'^ught to have proceeded. He denied on his own part any disposition to cast

the slightest reflection on the laity, whose concurrence in all their assemblies

he always valued and desired. As to the report he oould not vote for its
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adoption in its present form, and he desired its revision by whatever means

that could be effected.

After some further conversation the vote was taken on the amendment pro-

posed by the Rev. Mr. Davidson, to the effect that the report be considered

paragraph by paragraph, and adopted or rejected as the case might be.

Rev. Mr. LOOSEMORE called for the vote to be taken by orders.

lur. FERRES, admitting his right, requested him not to insist, as gentle

men from the country wished to get away.

Hod. L. S. HUNTINGDON also said that although he knew he was out

of ordv;r, he wished to remark that if by this mode of voting, the Synod was

separated into two houses the clergy on one side and the laity on the other, it

would not be the fault of tl^e laity. The following was the result of the

vote :
—

Clergy—Nays : The Very Revd. Dean of Montreal, Ven. the Arch-

deacou, Revd. L. P. W. Balch, D. D., Si^erotary, Rev. Canon. Bancroft, Rev.

CanC:J Bond, Revds. Jas. Cannlchael, W. B. Currun, M S Baldwin, J, A.

McLeod, W. M. Seabord, J. Allan, Canon Anderson, O. Fortin, R. Slick, R.

D. E. F. Fessender, A. Fortin, R. Lindsay, Cbas. Bancroft, A. 0. Taylor,

E. S. Jenkyn, J. Smith, L. 0. Wurtele, D. Lindsay, T. W. Musscn, A. T.

Whitton, E. DuVernet, R. D., B. P. Lewis, Ed. Ray, H. F. Darnell, F. S.

Neve. R. Lonsdell, R. D.—32.

Yeas : Rev. Canon Loosemorc, C. A. Daniel, T. A. Young, A. Belfour, J.

C. Davidson, J. Godden, J. B. Davidson, J. Constantino, C. Lancaster, H. T.

Early, P. W. Smith, W. R. Brown, G. C. Robinson, F. Codd, J. Roslit, J.

Seaman, J. Gribble, Jas. Pyke, A. Prime.— 19.

Laity—Ai/es : L. H. Davidson, Wm. Hill, Samuel Dawson, J. J. Gib.^,

J. B. Morrison, M.D., Hon. John. Hamilton, 2 votes ; Walton Saiith, T. P.

Roe, G. W. Simp.son.—10.
Xays : M. H. Gault, G. F. C. Smith, 2 votes, C. Garth, T. H. Schneider,

Dr Smallwood, John Empson, T. R. Johnson, H. Arnold, F. Kingston, W.
Hobhs, W. H. Tapsou, E. E. Shelton, Cuthbert Forner, Henry 'Roebuck,
Jas. Moir Ferres, Josiah Withers, Thos. Simpson, Robert Leach, Jas. Hutton,
Wm. Turner, Phillip DeGruchv, E. Carter. Esq., M. H. Sanborn, John
M. Standish, George Garden, Chas. Watson, George B. Baker, Edson Kemp,
Hon. Thos. Wood, Jas. Oborne, Benj. Irvine, Josiah Payne, II. S. Foster,

Fred. Mackenzie, Stephen Chartier, G. H Honshaw, L. H Knowiton, D. T.
R. Nye, H. L Robinson, W. G. I'armeloo, Hon a, B. Foster, Hon L. S.

Huntingdon, Wm. M'Ginnes, Geo. Ringland, Robert Foster, Wm. Burrett,
Jean Roy, F. P. Rubridge, E. C. Ilayden, Geo. Rogers, G. baruston, Geo.
Schneider, R. W. Shepherd.— 55.

'I'he Synod then adopted the report by the same majority.

Mr. HUNTINGDON then moved the adjournment of the Synod, giving
as a reason that the Synod could do no business, except tliat relating to the

election ot a Metropolitan, especially as many members desired to leave. It
bad bt'cn suggested to him to fix a d.iy. Canon Loosemore said the second
Tuesday in May, to which he would willingly consent. It had also been
suggested that sou)e votes of thanks should be passed. To that he had no
objection, if it ^vere understood that any busiiness must be of a pro forma
character,

tiev. Canon BALCH said he had received a protest, signed by several
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clergymen and laymen, and he desired to have ^n expression of opinion

^Lther it should be placed on the minutes. (Cries of "x\o. )

Z"rS^mNTl7JD0N"said that he should now press the motion for

adjournment, which was carried, and the

Rev. the DEAN then pronounced the usual benediction.^

Rev. Archdeacon LEACH having then taken the Chair a vote of thanks

was unanimously, and amidst loud cheeiing, given to the Rev. Dean of Mon

txeal on the motion of Rev. Mr. Bancroft.



COMMENTS OF THE PRESS.

• •*

{From tJie Church Obaerver.)

The Late Nomination.—The special Synod of the Diocese of Montreal is

over. The Bishops have met and returned to their homes ; but the Diocese is

still without a Bishop and successor to the late Metropolitan. In our last issue

we expressed the determination to wait with quiet confidence the action ot the

House of Bishops, persuaded that in the very anomalous position in which they

were phiccd they avouIcI, with the htlp of God, faithfully discharge their task,,

and tlmt the result would be satisfactory to the clmrch at large. Has it proved

fo ? The full details of the proceedings found in other columns will

furnish the answer. When it was discovered that their lordships, in direct

contravention of the spiru of the canon, were determined to nominate only

Bishops, and wouKl persist in sending down their own names,— and when the

announcement was made that they coyld agree upon no further names, and
resume their nonination in May next, the indignation of the great majority of

the Synod knew no i)()unds, and it was evident that unless some way of escii])e

C( uld be found from the difficulty, most disastrous results would ensue. Tlie

ponferer.ce, in which the Synod was repiescnted by venerable and tried men,
iuspiri d the hope that ail might yet be well, and there was grounds for

encouragement ; for now, together with their other names, came down that of a

distinguished English jiresbyter. It was opening the door to further nomina-
t'ums. It was a relinquishment of the ground previously taken, and the Synod,
wliile expres^ing their iion concui rence, f^lt sure that other names would be

submitted and a choice reached. It was doomed to distippointment ; no further

names fould be agreed on by the Bisho; s. They icoukl adjourn until May, to

make further inquiries, bc^'ore submitting fresh names to the Synod, and the

diocese is, as we have stiid, still w ithout a Bishop.

The report of the connnittee adopted by the Synod will, as a matter of history,

place the event in its true light : it is exhaustive, and unanswerable. Tlie

Synod have dischargetl a duty to themselves and to the whole church ; and v.e

regard it as a direct answer to prayr, that the laity, under their wise, and al^le

leaders, were enabled to l)e fiitliful in this hour of trial. A g'eat principle wiis

at stake, whether our Bishops were to be governed by the canon law of the
ciiurch. or whether they were to be vested with al>soluto autlioiity. "We are

persuaded that hereafter, some of them at least will seetlieir error, and be thank-
ful for the rebuke they have received, painful and humiliating as it has been to

themselves and to the whole churcii. llud the counsel of the venerable
presiding Bishop (^Huron) ])ievailed, it is jjrobuble that we should not now be
without a Bishop. In his view the office of ^letiopolitan was clearly secondary
to the interests ol the Diocese, and he was prepared, as was most evident from
his message, and from the views expre sed ui the conference, to allow to the
Dioce^e a wider range ot choice, lie was, however, one of four ; and will, in

the eyes of the world, unfortunately share their reproach.

We feel that great scandal has been cast on our church by the events of the
last few days, which years of iaithfulness will not wipe away. We have been
taught the ilrtuger oC vesting irresponsiiile power in any body or party in the
cliiuch so limited as tlie present House of Bislio|ts.

.^ileanwhiie, the duty both of the clergy and laity is clear, not to doubt the
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heftdsbip of Christ oTcr his church, or the eflBcacy of prayer, nor to relax their

efforts. It is not that the Lord's hand is shortened that it cannot save, but it

may bo that our iniquities have separated between us and our Qod,—our
uncharitableneas, our exclusiveness, our anxiety for place and office, and wordly

pomp, instead of spiritual gifts and endowments. It is a bitter lesson, but it

may be a profitable one. We may yet look back to the day of humiliation and
reproach as a new era of spiritual life in our church. There may be a reviving

of love and zeal and charity, in many now apparently dead or slumbering,—an

awakening to new life ana energy in the cause of Christ. We may find it to be

our duty, as well as our happiness, to bind ourselves together as one in the work
of Qod, dropping petty jealousies and differences, and with shoulder to shoulder

go forth to fight the battles of the Lord.

We do not apprehend that the interests of the diocese will suffer for the few
months that we may be without a bishop. The Dean and Archdeacon will be

in charge, and may at any time seek the services of the presiding Bishop, who
by virtue of his position will no doubt regard himself as the guardian of the

Diocese in its beraved state, and who will be cordially welcomed by the clergy

and laity. We earnestly trust there will be no impatience manifested, but that

all will be willing to suffer the inconvenience until an adequate remedy
shaJl have been found for the evil. The Diocese of New York was long

deprived of its head, and some of the English Dioceses have for lengthened

periods been dependent on the services of Bishops other than there one.

(From the Montreal Herald.)

The Late Anglicak Synod.—There is ample room for reflection, of no
pleasant kind by members of the Anglican communion in the failure of the

House of Bishops and of the Synod, which represents that Church in this Dio-
cese to perform the duty for which they assembled, and which was confided to

them by the Provincial Synod, After the numerous prayers for divine assist-

ance, to choose a Bishop, which have been offered week after week in all the

churches of Canada, there appears to be an irony which, perhaps, it is well not
too critically to analyse, in the solicited assistance being barred out by a course

which was plainly dictated by personal considerations, and which can only
escape censure from the fact that it was taken by reverend Prelates instead of

by politicians or jobbing railway Directors. It is among the acts of the latter

class of governing bodies, that we must search, if we would find the closest

parallel to the dogged determination, which was manifested by the House of
Bishops to preserv^e the Metropolitan honours for one of themselves. The
primitive manner of making choice of a governing pastor, which has been for

several weeks back frequently cited in all the Anglican churches was by lot, and
it may seem to many that the same method may be advantageously revived if

human wisdom, with all the enlightenment which may be supposed to be
derived from holy orders of the highest degree and a Christain sense of self-

denying duty, can do nothing more than we done last week. Such a method
might in pious minds excite tlie hope, which animated the Apostles, that the
divine guidance which had been asked for would really direct the issue.

apparently left to chance. And persons who would hardly hope for that kind
of i.iterpositiou, wovild find a practical and decorous solution of a question,
which perhaps, cannot otherwise be settled, or if at all, only aftei a contest of
electioneering strategy little becoming the occasion. We are bound to say that
throughout the proceedings the majority of the Laity, who we presume had tlie

majority of the clergy with them at the close, were wholly in the right. The
canon under which all parties were bound to proceed to elect a Bishop of Mou-

m
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treal and a Metropolitan of Canada is prefectly clear and admits of no
ambiguous interpretation, except such as mere peryerseness may affix to it.

The chief thing it prescribes is that there shall be a cnoice. The subsidiary

parts of its direction point out how the choice shall be made. In the end that

choice, under the law, fell to the Synod, to be secured by that body if it thought
fit so to secure it, by the gradual rejection and elimination of all possible names
which, one after another, should be sent down to it, until that name was sent

which should command a majority of votes. The House of Bishops was
undoubtedly to have an influence in the election—that great influence which is

always possessed by those, who like the Ministers in England, or the President

in the United States, have the initation, in one case of legislation, in the other

of appointments. But the final decision was, we repeat, with the Synod, and
could as we have shown, citing an extreme case, have been exercised so as to

insist on a particular individual, if an individual were the choice of both laity

and clergy. The whole clergy list might be exhausted by the Bishops in an

obstinate attempt on their part to exclude the one man desired by the Synod
;

but the Synod must succeed at last. Almost every step of their Lordships was,

therefore, clearly illegal. They had no right aor power to decree that the

choice should be made from the existing bench of Bishops, as indeed is made
manifest by their failure to enforce the rule which they improperly sought to

engraft upon the canon. They had no right to attempt to make conditions

which the Synod could not legally accept, since both bodies were acting under
the legislation of a superior body. We do not say that they had no right to

send back names which had been once rejected, provided on each occasion they
sent at least one new name ; but a decent r«spect for the body with which they
were acting, and a reasonable comprehension of the management of public

business would have led to their dropping at each fresh nomination those

names which had been found on a ballot to be in a hopeless minority. They
had above all no right to adjourn until an election had been made, since they
were bound to go on nominating until a choice had been come to. We say

nothmg of the good taste of nominating every Bishop in British North
America except the one who some believe would have been elected if nominated

;

nor of the eccentricity of leaving him on one side in order to seek in South
Africa for a prelate whom Canadian churchmen had hardly heard of ; nor of the

inconsistency shown in first declaring that they would name no Presbyter ; in

naming one who, it was almost certain, would not accept if chosen ; and in then
having thus departed from their determination, in still refusing to act seriously

upon their better second thought. All this was in their Lordships own bosoms.
If they chose to do what hardly any body of gentlemen in a merely secular

election wonld think of doiug—to show that they were labouring by all legal

means to keep out every one not ot their own body, however, much some other
might be desired by the electors, that was their own aifair. Only, whatever
they did ought to have been in accordance with law, if not with delicacy of
sentiments. We do not suppose that the laV members of the Church wh<)
resisted the attempted encroaching dictation, nor the clergy who acLed with
them, were lacking in respect for the Episcopate ; or were actuated by any fore-

gone conclusion against the choi9e falling upon one of their Lordships House. They
were moved first by a clearer appreciation than that of their Lordship? of the
necessity of conducting public business, in a business like manner, and in strict

conformity to the law, which alone could give force to that which might be
determined on ; and second by a determination, while they gave due honour,
and accorded due influence to the House of Eishops, to maintain intact what-
ever powers and duties tlie wisdom of the whole Church had committed to the
laity and order of Presbyters. If the present mode of government in the
Canadian Episcopal Church is to continue, and not to end either in slavish sub-
mission to Prelatical rule, or in open revolt against it, the Synod fulfilled a
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serious duty, for which, as was said on Friday by SAtne of the clergy, the entire

Church will hereafter have cause for thankfulness.

Having said so much, it is just to add, that though the Bishops managed
their part of the affair in the worst way possible, they were placed in a position

where it required an unusual share of Christian self-denial, and of wordly
prudence to acquit themselves with appUuse. The canon under which they and
tlie Synod acted, was a compromisi, and like compromises in general, tided over

an immediate difficulty only to create a more serious one at a later day. The
truth is, that the Metropolitan dignity and duty, whatever that is, has no
necessary connections with the Diocese of Montreal, and ought not to depend
upon it. The Churchmen ot that Diocese have the right, like those of any other

Diocese, to have the Bishop of their choice— to promote to that post, if it so

please them, some Clergymen who has earned their love and respect, and lias

domonstrated his fitness by labours under their own eyes. The Bishops on the

other hand have a great interest, and something at all events like a right,,

derived from their interest, in the choice of one whose duty is to preside in

their House. It would be unfottunate that they should have forced upon them,
as their Chairman, a person who was either ol^noxious to them, in the ordinary

sense of the word, or who even seemed to them to be unduly advanced over
their heads to the highest place. If they desire a reformation of the canon so
as hereafter to limit the eifuct otan election by the Synod of IMontreal, to the
mere Bishopric of that Diocese, they must be a(lnutte<l to have reason on their

side. If wlule respt-cting the actual law, the^ had souglit some method of
securing a change Witliin a reasonable time—and a very graceful way of doing
that WHS obvious to every one—they would we believe have met with
general synipatliy and support. No reasonaijie man can dou'it that there is

j:rlma facie reason f.i sU|>|josiug that tlij mOst suitable candidate for the

Primacy may be on the existing Bench of Bishops. But it is an invidious
arrangement which, in orik-r to give this idea a chance of realization, forces

that which in secular lite few candidates for election think of doing ostensibly

—

forces the candidates to uav\e themselves, or matually to name each other. If

their Lordships felt this, desired to change it, anrl had simply pointed out the
evil and thrown themselves upon the good feeling of the Synod to lessen and
shorten the evil as mucli as possible, they would have (.lone well. Unfortunately
they attempted illegal remedies, and tried to enforce these by no less illegal

dictation, and they have not only lailed ; but have brought some of the
redicule and odium of their failure upon the order to which they belong.

! 1
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(From the Daily iVcics.)

The Election op ^lETRoi'or,TT.\x.—The report of the Committee of the
Synod, which Wiis pul)li;slied on Friday afternoon, placed our readers in i)os-
session of the authentic date touching the controversy that has arisen between
that hody and the Hou.^e ofliishops. The report betrays evidence of having
b-: n framed with great caution, and is replete with proof ol the aijility and

?:acity enlisted in its composition. It is tersely logical, and the inference to
..«' drawn fr(nu the arguments employed seem unanswerable. We cannot

tly assume that the House of Bisho})s had no color o.' authoritv for the
n-se it has pursued. The members of that House must have attached an

interpretation to the words of the constitution which they (loul)t!ess held to
juslily their conduct. We must dismiss the idea that personal amI)ition could
inlluence them, or "ny motive akin to despotism. They assert the theory that
the ."^letropolitan s il

" he sought amongst their order,—though they conceded
the principle for w '1 they contended and wtuved these important privileges
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when they submitted the name of the Dean of Xorwich. It must be a profound

puzzle to tha outside world, who imbibe inipressions without minutely investi-

gating their origin, and are ignorant of the inner life of the House of Bishop?",

why those dignitaries, when they had yielded their prerogative and descended

from their own class in search of a Metropolitan, should have traversed the

ocean to lind one worthy of the office, when an ecclesiastic of equal rank miglit

liiivo ))een found in the Synod. We know not whether the Dean of Christ

Church Catiiedral would have accepted the dignity,—but if half u century of

untiring devotion to the interests of tlie Church could be held to a valid claim

to the honours of the episcopacy, assuredly there was no need of slighting the

Dean, and, through him, the Diocesan clergy. What renders the conduct cf

the House of Bisliops more inexplicable is the fact that no one accepted the

responsibility ofasserting that the Dean of Norwich would be a consenting party.

Consequently, had he been elected by the Synod, we might have been thrown
back into the position in which we find oursf Ives. It unglit appear extraordin-

ary that the votes of the laity in the Synod did not ahvays hiunionise with that

of the Diocesan clergy. On two occasions a majority of the latter assented to

the nomination ot the House of Bishops, but that assent was neutralized by tlie

lay delegates. We do not intend to impute to the clergy subservience or

servility towards the Bench of Bishops ; they have acted throughout with
independence and dignity ; but it is indisputable tliat personal intiuenccs which
might sway a clergyman could not reach a layman, and it is fortunate for the

interests of the church, and its hopes of usefulness, that the lay delegates gave
expression by their negatives to a feeling germinating in the public mind.
They affirmed as distinctly as men in the", .arrow sphere of action could do, that

the few prizes which could reward meritorious services in the church should not

be alienated from those identified with this country. There is no profession

from whom heavier sacrifices are exacted than the Diocesan clergy. Their
incomes are scanty, their privations untold, their chances of preferment are few,

and marked by long intervals. It was as the advocates of a class thus dis-

advantageously placed, when contrasted with other professional careers, that tlie

lay delegates indirectly affirmed the principle, tkat the future Bishop of Mon-
treal should be sought and found in the ranks of the clergy of this Dioci.se,

And in that future to which we all look forward there is ample reason for

believing that the policy of the lay delegates will be successful. We are now
consigned to a delay of six months, during which interval a mutual change of

opinions cannot fail to be fruitful of good results. There is some inconvenience
in the suspension of the office, and thus leaving the See of Montreal vacant, but
a like a misfortune befell Npw York and endured for five years, withcut causing
nny disaster, while we can console ourselves with the refieclion that within six

i

months the Synod can re-assemble under a reformed constitution and all interest*

can then be reconciled.
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